WEBSTER TOWN PLANNING BOARD MINUTES
PLACE: Webster Town Board Meeting Room 1002 Ridge Road
TIME: 7:00 p.m.

DATE: |7 August 2021

PRESENT:

Anthony Casciani, Chairman

Dave Malta, Vice Chairman

Dave Arena, Secretary

Derek Meixell

Mark Giardina

John Kosel

Raja Sekharan, Attorney

Josh Artuso, Director of Community Development
Katherine Kolich, Recording Secretary

ABSENT:
Derek Anderson

Mr. Casciani: Welcome to the August 17, 2021 Planning Board meeting. We have one tabled
matter and five items on the agenda tonight.

Pledge of Allegiance/Roll Call

Summary overview of outcome:

833 Lake Road-Telecommunications Tower

Applicant: Blue Sky Towers/Bell Atlantic Mobile Systems

Drawing: N/A

Dated: N/A

Revision: N/A

Status: APPROVED WITH DRAWING # 6431. PLANNING BOARD WILL SEND A
LETTER TO TOWN BOARD IN FAVOR OF THE PROJECT.

3’s Company Hair Salon-sign

Applicant: Tammy Gumble

Drawing: N/A

Dated: N/A

Revision: N/A

Status: APPROVED AS PRESENTED WITH DRAWING # JM

Target Drive-Up Extension

Applicant: William Slater

Drawing: N/A

Dated: N/A

Revision: N/A

Status: APPROVED AS PRESENTED WITH DRAWING # C01
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Aberdeen Estates Subdivision

Applicant: Forest Creek Equity

Drawing: N/A

Dated: N/A

Revision: N/A

Status: APPROVED WITH CONDITION TO RUN SEWER CONNETION TO BAY
PROPERTY WITH REVISED DRAWING SHOWING 8” SEWER.

The Preserve @ Wood Creek Site Improvements
Applicant: Excelsior Communities

Dated: N/A

Revision: N/A

Status: APPROVED WITH DRAWING # L001

Bradford Hills Apartments -Site Improvements
Applicant: Excelsior Communities

Drawing: N/A

Dated: N/A

Revision: N/A

Status: APPROVED WITH DRAWING # 21116.00

Dave Arena read the first application:

833 LAKE ROAD TELECOMMUNICATIONS TOWER: Located at 833 Lake Road.
Applicant Blue Sky Towers I1I LLC / Bell Atlantic Mobile Systems LLC d/b/a Verizon Wireless
is requesting PRELIMINARY / FINAL SITE PLAN APPROVAL (PUBLIC HEARING) of
a proposed 125’ tall telecommunications tower with 4’ lightning rod on a 62.2-acre parcel having
SBL # 049.03-1-17.1 located in an LL Large Lot Single Family Residential District under
Sections 95-11 and 228-4 of the Code of the Town of Webster.

Appearing before the board was Jared Lusk with the law firm Nixon Peabody representing Blue
Sky and Verizon this evening. With me is Jackie Bartolotta from Totemic Engineer who is the
Engineer Consultant who is responsible for this. Mike Crosby who you heard from at the last
meeting from Verizon and the RF Engineer responsible for the site and also with me is a
colleague Steve Fantuzzo. 1thank my partner Ashley Champion for being here for me at last
meeting. 1was on vacation and that was the day my wife invited her side of the family to the
cottage that we rented, and 1 can’t tell you how much I prefer to be at this meeting then hang out
with her side of the family the odds prevailed and I stayed with my family. So, I appreciated her
being there and she made a presentation to you and I just want to follow through.

I know at the last meeting there were a number of discussions or a number of items raised by the
public since the meeting, and we responded to those questions at the meeting, and [ provided a
little further information tonight just regarding some of the issues that were raised. One if the
issues was the impact on property value and I think that is a debatable point. Again, when I was
first looking for our first home with my wife and young kids are primary goal in obtaining a
house was the school district and I provided you with an independent survey (SEE ATTACHED
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Vv MORNING CONSULT

verizon

IOMEBUYERS®
5G & CONNECTIVITY
NEEDS

Study shows that prospective homebuyers
prioritize 5G & high-speed internet in their search

MAY 2021




5G & CONNECTIVITY NEEDS

Background

Prospective Home Buyers
METHODOLOGY

This poll was conducted by Morning Consult on behalf of Verizon
between April 1 - April 7, 2021 among a sample of 1000 US adults
who plan to buy a single-family home in the next 3 years and live in
a current or future 5G Home market. The interviews were conducted
online. Resuits from the full survey have a margin of error of plus or
minus 3 percentage points.

TARGET AUDIENCE

» Plan to purchase a new single-family home in the next 3 years
= Live in a current or future 5G Home market

VW MORNING CONSULT + verizon’

Real Estate Professionals
METHODOLOGY

This poll was conducted by Moming Consult on behalf of Verizon
between April 1 = April 12, 2021 among a sample of 250 real estate
agents and brokers who operate in a current or future 5G Home
market. The interviews were conducted online. Results from the full
survey have a margin of error of plus or minus 6 percentage points.

TARGET AUDIENCE

+ Work in the real estate industry as an agent or broker

« Work at least partially in residential real estate (not exclusively
commercial)

+ Operate in a current or future 5G Home market



W MORNING CONSULT + verizon’
5G & CONNECTIVITY NEEDS: HOME BUYERS

9 in 10 prospective home buyers say that good cellular service (90%) and infrastructure to support fast home internet (90%) are
important considerations when it comes to the area where they are searching for a home.

Thinking about what you are locking for as you search for a single-family home to buy, how important do you consider the following?

® Very important s woamisﬂ important w Don't know / No opinion Total
® Not too important mNot at all important Important
Is in my price range 93%
Is the size | want (e.g., number of beds, bathrooms) 94%
Is in a neighborhood | like 94%
Is in an area with good cellular service 90%
Has a yard / outdoor space 89%
Is in an area with infrastructure that supports fast home internet 90%
Has modern appliances 86%
Is move-in ready / will not require renovations 81%
Is close to amenities (e.q., shopping centers, parks, etc.) 85%
Is close to good schools 64%
Is close to my / my pariner’s job 66%
66%

Is a relatively new propenrty



W, MORNING CONSULT + verizon’
5G & CONNECTIVITY NEEDS: HOME BUYERS

Prospective homebuyers overwhelmingly agree that the pandemic has made both reliable home internet and reliable cellular service
more important in their home search than it would've been before.

Do you agree or disagree with the following statements?

@ Strongly agree s Somewhat agree = Don't know / No opinion

Total
Agree

m Somewhat disagree & Strongly disagree

The coronavirus pandemic has made fast and reliable
home internet connection more important in my home
search than it would've been before.

5% 8% 3% -1

The coronavirus pandemic has made fast and reliable

cellular service more important in my home search than it 80%
waould've been before.
Given my need for more bandwidth at home, | think | need 73%

5G at home more than | need it on the go.




VW MORNING CONSULT + verizon”
5G & CONNECTIVITY NEEDS: REAL ESTATE PROFESSIONALS

Reinforcing this trend, most real estate agents and brokers say their clients have asked about access to cellular service and home
internet more frequently over the past year compared to before the coronavirus pandemic.

Would you say your clients have asked or sought information about the following more or less frequently over the past year compared to before the
coronavirus pandemic began, or has there been no difference?

& Much more frequently & Somewhat more frequently ® No difference —

= Somewhat less frequently w Much less frequently & Den't know / No opinion More
General cellular service and coverage in the

area 66%

Access to home internet from a specific 65%
provider or company

Access to a 5G cellular network in the area 63%

Access to broadband home internet in the 69%
area

Coverage or access to a specific mobile 58%

carrier's network




W MORNING CONSULT + verizon’
5G & CONNECTIVITY NEEDS: HOME BUYERS

About 3 in 4 home buyers believe that access to 5G home internet (77%) and access to a 5G cellular network (75%) in a neighborhood
would make a single-family home there more valuable.

Based on what you know, do you believe that having each of the following in a neighborhood would make a single-family home in that neightorhood more or
less valuable, or make no difference either way?

& Much more valuable ® Somewhat more valuable u No impact either way
m Somewhat less valuable m Much less valuable m Don't know / No opinion ._ﬂ”M
5G home internet access T%
5G cellular network access 75%
Fiber-optic home internet access 74%
Broadband home internet access 73%




VW MORNING CONSULT + verizon’
5G & CONNECTIVITY NEEDS: REAL ESTATE PROFESSIONALS

These trends hold when it comes to the perspectives of real estate agents and brokers.

Based on what you know, do you believe that having each of the following in a neighborhood would make a single-family home in that neighborhood more or
less valuable, or make no difference either way?

# Much more valuable ® Somewhat more valuable = No impact either way
m Somewhat less valuable ® Much less valuable » Don't know / No opinion yﬂM
5G home internet access 75%
5G cellular network access T3%
Fiber-optic home infernet access Ta4%
74%

Broadband home internet access

==



VW MORNING CONSULT + verizon”
5G & CONNECTIVITY NEEDS: HOME BUYERS

Prospective home buyers view higher internet speed, enhanced security, faster downloads and uploads, faster mobile phone
connections, and a lag-free online experience among the most important potential impacts of 5G.

Thinking about the potential impacts of 5G, how important are the following to you?

® Very important = Somewhat important ® Den't know / No opinion Total
u Not too important B Not important at all Important
Higher internet speed Yy — 90%
Enhanced security 4% 6% 2° 88%
Faster downloads and uploads % 4% 6% 37 E::¥
Lag-free online experience 5 % 4% 8% 3-E::¥A
Faster mobile phone connections 5 4% 7% 2° 87%
Uninterrupted content streaming (video / gaming) 83%
Higher quality video calls 82%
Simpler home internet set-up {no technician, no in-home wiring} 85%
Enhanced geographic coverage / access to cellular networks 84%
Enhanced energy efficiency 83%
More connected devices % 4%  12% / 80%
Real-time data analysis and delivery 79%
New ways to engage with multimedia content and social media T1%
Unique and immersive ways to connect and engage with brands 70%
Artificial intelligence and machine learning 63%
Augmented and virtual reality {AR and VR); mixed reality 58%

o]



W, MORNING CONSULT + verizon’
56 & CONNECTIVITY NEEDS

Both home buyers and real estate professionals believe 5G will have a positive impact on consumers in general, the economy, and U.S.
homeowners. 7 in 10 real estate professionals believe 5G will have a positive impact on the real estate industry.

As you may know, 5G is the fifth generation mobile network, a new global wireless standard after 1G, 2G, 3G, and 4G networks.

5G wireless technology is meant to deliver higher multi-Gigabit peak data speeds, no lag, more reliability, massive network capacity, increased coverage, and
a more uniform and enhanced user experience to consumers and businesses. 5G is designed to connect many more machines, objects, and smartphones
than are currently online today. Based on what you know now, how do you believe 5G will impact the following?

® Very positive impact = Somewhat positive impact = No impact either way
u Somewhat negative impact ® Very negative impact m Don't know / No apinion

HOME BUYERS

2% 4%

U.S. consumers in general
The U.S. economy

U.S. homeowners in general

The local econorny in my area
REAL ESTATE PROFESSIONALS

U.S. consumers in general
The U.S. economy

The real estate industry

The local econorny in my area

U.S. homeowners in general
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some still believe that wireless telecommunications towers adversely affects property values you
will see on page 3 of the survey, #4, 90% of the people answered and that is in that survey of the
people that were buying home in the next 3 years and #4 was in an area with good cell service.
First was in my price range; Second is the size that | wanted, three in the neighborhood that 1
like; and four was in a good area with good cell service. To my shock, only 64% of them said
that it is close to good schools. So, it is the number four factor in determining whether or not
people want to live in a neighborhood and particularly in these times when more people are
relying on the telecommunication network for work, home, and play, for monitoring their
children, etc. and so [ wanted to provide that to you just to show you again that the data does
support the fact that wireless communications towers adversely impact property values
particularly as it relates to the entire town.

DOCUMENTS) that was conducted on behalf of Verizon Wireless and you will see although F

The second, there were a couple of issues raised by the county planning that we thought we
would just provide some response to. Nothing particularly specific other then they did reference
that there is a creek on the property. The tower is approximately 180 feet from the creek and not
disturbing anything within a 100 feet of the creek and will have no impact on the creek
whatsoever obviously during construction. We will do what is necessary to prevent any potential
adverse impacts of the project. Again, they noted that there are wetlands on the 60-acre site, and
we are no were near any of the wetlands on the site so our project will have no impact on the
creek or the wetlands. We just want to make sure that you are aware of that. With that, I think I
will turn it over to the board to see if they have any additional questions since the last meeting.

Mr. Casciani: I think the biggest thing was property values was the biggest topic and then other
then that was just that there is a tower going in an area and grant you it is a scenic area in
Webster and so on but there is also a need for contact in that area and there are a lot of people
who did contact us in favor of it also. Iknow there is opposition but. Ithink I have been here
since the first tower came into town and there has always been issues with them initially but
once they are there, they become part of the area and very unintrusive.

Jared Lusk: Just to be clear, I have been with Verizon Wireless for 15 years. I don’t know when
we started working on this tower, but it has been 5,6,7 years on this project and we have been
searching for a site for that long and this is the only site available to us. We are usually working
on them for a year or more to find and it’s been a struggle to find a location. Thankfully for
Verizon's network and those who rely on it, we were able to come to terms with the landlord that
is hosting it and again, on that 60 acre parcel it will be 800 feet off the road.

Mr. Casciani: 1 think if it did sit near the road it would be more of an issue but it’s back. How far
back is it? 1t’s a couple hundred feet isn’t it?

Jared Lusk:; 800 feet

Mr. Casciani: Basically, at the back of the property where it drops off into the wetland area down
there so . you can’t go back any further than that. Board members, do you have any questions? [

Board: NO
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Mr. Casciani: Ok, we will open it for public comment and as published in the Webster Herald .
Now if there is anyone wishing to speak in regard to this, you are more then welcome to come up
and speak . No one? Ok, back up to the board and we will close the public hearing portion and
bring it back.

Josh Artuso: Excuse me Chairman, we did get a write in comment that I will read into the record.
(SEE ATTACHED) from Paul and Kathy Leone at 1771 Lake Road.

Mr. Casciani: At the last meeting, we did have some other comments that were sent in that were
in favor of it and phone calls and so forth. The height of it is a 125 and the town code says it has
to be a maximum of a 100. Is that the Town Board that determines that?

Josh Artuso: The Town Board would be the govern body to it for a variance and it also requires a
special use permit.

Mr. Casciani: Anybody, any issues with it?
Dave Malta: No issues with it. It is very, very necessary, in my opinion. Having clients in that

area and also work in that area. From time-to-time cell phone service is terrible and it is really
necessary.

Mr. Casciani: Ok, we did get comments from the county and what they are addressing is
basically the location of it and so on and it really impedes nothing. Dave, you guys ok with it?
OK. We have to do a SEQR on il for preliminary. Mark you have the paperwork there why
don’t you read.

Mark Giardina: I actually have 2 sheets. Raja, it says motion for unlisted action negative

declaration and the other one says, notice of determination for non-significance. Which one do |
read first?

Raja Sekharan: Read the declaration and then put in afterwards the other.
Mark Giardina: The 177

Raja Sekharan: Yes, read it into the record.

Mark Giardina: The Gettysburg Address. Motion for a negative declaration

MOTION FOR AN UNLISTED ACTION - NEGATIVE DECLARATION

The Town of Webster Planning Board considered the request by Blue Sky Towers 111 LLC / Bell
Atlantic Mobile Systems LL.C d/b/a Verizon Wireless to construct a 125 tall
telecommunications tower with 4’ lightning rod located at 833 Lake Road on a 62.2-acre parcel
having SBL # 049.03-1-17.1.
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following:
1. Action includes a 129-ft radio tower, which exceeds the threshold for a Type H action us

defined by Section 617.5(c)(7} for non-residential structures involving less than 4,000 sf,
not invelving a use variance.

The Planning Board determines that the proposed action is an Unlisted Action based on the f‘

The Planning Board determined that the action is subject to a single agency review pursuant to
Part 617.6(b)(4) of SEQR and that it is the most appropriate agency for making the determination
of significance. The Planning Board therefore designates itself lead agency for the proposed
action.

The Planning Board has given consideration to the criteria for determining significance as set
forth in Section 617.7(c)(1) of SEQR, and has
1. considered the information contained in the Short Environmental Assessment Form Part
1, and

2. considered public comments directed to the Planning Board during the Public Hearing on
July 20, 2021.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the TOWN OF WEBSTER PLANNING
BOARD hereby determines that the proposed action will not have a significant adverse effect on
the environment for the reasons set forth in the attached Notice of Determination of Non-
Significance; be it further,

RESOLVED that the TOWN OF WEBSTER PLANNING BOARD is authorized to take all
actions reasonable and necessary to file the Negative Declaration and discharge the TOWN OF
WEBSTER PLANNING BOARD’S responsibility as lead agency for this action, be it further,

RESOLVED that the TOWN OF WEBSTER PLANNING BOARD, based on the information
and analysis above, the referenced supporting documentation, and discussions of the action by
the TOWN OF WEBSTER PLANNING BOARD as documented by the Minutes for this
meeting, that the proposed action WILL NOT result in any significant environmental impacts, be
it further,

RESOLVED that the TOWN OF WEBSTER PLANNING BOARD, therefore makes a
DETERMINATION OF NON-SIGNIFICANCE, be it further,

RESOLVED, that the TOWN OF WEBSTER PLANNING BOARD, based on the above reasons
issues a NEGATIVE DECLARATION as evidence of its determination.
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Paul Leone <paul@newyorkcraftbeer.com>

To: Webster Town Superviser <supervisor@ci.webster.ny.us>; Webster Planning & Zoning <Planning-
Zoning@ci.webster.ny.us>
Cc: Kathy Leone <leonefamilyoffive@gmail.com>
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Paul Leone

Executive Director

585-469-1012

New York State Brewers Association
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NOTICE OF DETERMINATION OF NON-SIGNIFICANCE r

The Planning Board has reasonably concluded the following results for the proposed action,
when compared against the criteria in Section 617.7(c):

2.

e

10.

1.

12.

13

14.

15

16.

17.

The proposed action will not have a substantial adverse change in air quality since it does
not include a regulated emission source.

The proposed action will not have a substantial adverse change in ground or surface
water quality or quantity since the proposed action includes improvements to existing
drainage swales.

The action does not require water.

The proposed action does not require or include sanitary facilities.

The proposed action will not have a substantial adverse change in potential for erosion,
flooding, leaching or drainage problems. Construction practices will conform to accepted
storm water management and controls.

The proposed action will not have a substantial adverse change in existing solid waste
production since the proposed action is a radio tower that does not produce solid waste.
The proposed action will not have a substantial adverse change in existing noise, odor or
light since the tower does not create sound or including lighting or that that required by
the FAA. A temporary increase in noise levels consistent with normal construction
activities is anticipated during construction.

The proposed action will not have a substantial adverse change, or cumulative change in
traffic since a communication tower does not create traffic beyond routine maintenance

trips.

The proposed action will not have a substantial adverse impact on the criteria listed under [
Section 617.7(c)(1)(ii) of SEQR because no habitats or threatened or endanger species
were identified on or contiguous to the proposed site.

The proposed action is not located in an area designated as a Critical Environmental Area
by the Town of Webster or New York State pursuant to subdivision 617.14(g) of SEQR.
The proposed action is not in material conflict with the Town of Webster 2008
Comprehensive Plan.

The proposed action will not create an impairment of the criteria listed under Section
617.7(c)(1)(v) of SEQR since the action is not located in or adjacent to the listed
resources and is in character with the surrounding community.

The action will not result in a major change in the type or use of energy since the action
does not require an upgrade to the electrical distribution system.

The action will not create a hazard to human health since it does not contain nor is it
located adjacent to existing sources of hazardous substances or contaminants. The
project does not contemplate the use of hazardous substances or contaminants.

. The action will not create a substantial change in use of the land since it is located on

developed, community property.
The action will not attract a large number of people for more than a few days when

compared to taking no action since the action does not create areas that will attract a large
number of people.

The action will not create a cumulative impact on the environment as listed under
617.7(c)(1)(x), (xi), and {xii) of SEQR. 1:16:41
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RESOLUTION 21-082

VOTE:

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Mark Giardina made a motion for UNLISTED
ACTION which was seconded by Mr. Meixell. F
. Anderson ABSENT
. Arena AYE
. Kosel AYE
. Malta AYE
. Meixell AYE
. Casciani AYE
. Giardina AYE

Mr. Casciani: Ok, the roadway going in, is that paved or anything?

Jared Lusk: Gravel. It is an existing drive and just extended

Mr. Casciani: Goes down to the barn and then goes into the back. That is gravel going back in .

Ok, everyone is ok with this then?

RESOLUTION 21-083

CONDITIONS:

Mr. Casciani made a motion for PRELIMINARY
APPROVAL Located at 833 Lake Road.
Applicant Blue Sky Towers 1II LLC / Bell Atlantic
Mobile Systems LLC d/b/a Verizon Wireless is
requesting PRELIMINARY / FINAL SITE
PLAN APPROVAL (PUBLIC HEARING) of a
proposed 125’ tall telecommunications tower with
4’ lightning rod on a 62.2-acre parcel having SBL #
049.03-1-17.1 located in an LL Large Lot Single
Family Residential District under Sections 95-11
and 228-4 of the Code of the Town of Webster
which was seconded by Mr. Giardina.

1. All the improvements shall be constructed according to the specification of the Town

of Webster.

2. All site work is to be in compliance with the standards of the Town of Webster.
3. Comply with all requirements of any Federal, State, County or Town agency.

4. Approvals are subject to Drawing No: 6431
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RESOLUTION 21-084

VYOTE:

Mr. Anderson
Mr. Arena
Mr. Kosel
Mr. Malta
Mr. Meixell
Mr. Casciani
Mr. Giardina

APPROVAL

ABSENT
AYE
AYE
AYE
AYE
AYE
AYE

Mr. Casciani made a motion for FINAL

Located at 833 Lake Road.

Applicant Blue Sky Towers III LLC / Bell Atlantic
Mobile Systems LLC d/b/a Verizon Wireless is
requesting PRELIMINARY / FINAL SITE
PLAN APPROVAL (PUBLIC HEARING) of a
proposed 125’ tall telecommunications tower with
4’ lightning rod on a 62.2-acre parcel having SBL #
049.03-1-17.1 Jocated in an LL Large Lot Single
Family Residential District under Sections 95-11
and 228-4 of the Code of the Town of Webster
which was seconded by Mr. Malta.

FINAL APPROVAL CHECKLIST

Lh oW —

N

Subject to PRC comments.

Subject to Preliminary Approval Conditions.
Subject to all applicable governmental fees.
Subject to Department of Public Works approval

Significant construction shall occur within one year, as deemed by the Planning Board, to

expire on 8.17.22
Subject to resolution of the final approved minutes.
Approvals are subject to Drawing No: 6431

VOTE:

Mr. Anderson
Mr. Arena
Mr. Kosel
Mr. Malta
Mr. Meixell
Mr. Casciani
Mr. Giardina

ABSENT
AYE
AYE
AYE
AYE
AYE
AYE
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Mr. Casciani: We have to send a letter to the Town Board r

RESOLUTION 21-085 Mr. Casciani made a motion to SEND A LETTER
OF SUPPORT TO THE TOWN BOARD IN
SUPPORT OF 833 Lake Road. Applicant Blue
Sky Towers 11 LLC / Bell Atlantic Mobile Systems
LLC dfb/a Verizon Wireless which was seconded
by Mr. Giardina.

VOTE:

Mr. Anderson ABSENT
Mr. Arena AYE
Mr. Kosel AYE
Mr. Malta AYE
Mr. Meixell AYE
Mr. Casciani AYE
Mr. Giardina AYE

Dave Arena read the second application.

3’'S COMPANY HAIR SALON SIGN: Located at 895 Ridge Road. Applicant Tammy Gumble

is requesting SIGN APPROVAL to allow (2) 22 sf building mounted signs to reflect a new [
business on a 1.4-acre parcel having SBL # 079.14-1-46 located in an MC Medium Intensity
Commercial District under Section 178-7 of the Code of the Town of Webster.

Appearing before the board was Tammy Gumble. We are moving the business to a new building
and we would like to add a couple signs to the building . One on the north side and one on the
west side.

Mr. Casciani: The sign is lit?

Tammy Gumble: The north side is face lit and on the west side it’s not lit.

Mr. Casciani: And the letters, are they individual letter or will it be on one plaque.

Tammy Gumble: Yes, just going to be on one plaque.

Mr. Casciani: The figures are lit, correct?

Tammy Gumble: Correct.

Mr. Casciani: And the other one is on the west side and that’s the unlit sign, right?

Tammy Gumble: Yes. [

Mr. Casciani: | don’t see any issues with this project. Does anyone have any issues with it?
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Board: No.
Mr. Casciani: You are taking over the building where the sandwich place was right?
Tammy Gumble: Myself and my sisters own it, relocating.

Mr. Casciani: There are 2 signs and [ think in your paperwork there was a variance years ago for
the 2 signs.

Tammy Gumble: Yes, and I think that Katherine said they had already given Enterprise the 2
signs to place up there.

Mr. Casciani: Ok.

Dave Arena: The suffice up top there, will that be resurfaced if there were other signs up there.
Tammy Gumble: Yes, we had the building all repainted and everything.

Mark Giardina:
RESOLUTION

Town of Webster Planning Board considered the request by Applicant, Tammy Gumble to allow
(2) 22 sf building mounted signs for 3’s Company Hair Salon located at 895 Ridge Road on a
l.4-acre parcel having SBL # 079.14-1-46.

The Planning Board classifies the proposed action to be a Type II Action under Section

617.5(c)9) of the State Environmental Review (SEQR) Regulations and therefore is not subject
to further review.

RESOLUTION 21-086 Mark Giardina made a motion for a TYPE II
SEQR which was seconded by Mr. Arena.
VOTE:
Mr. Anderson ABSENT
Mr. Arena AYE
Mr. Kosel AYE
Mr. Malta AYE
Mr. Meixell AYE
Mr. Casciani AYE
Mr. Giardina AYE
RESOLUTION 21-087 Mr. Arena made a motion for SIGN APPROVAL

Located at 895 Ridge Road. Applicant Tammy
Gumble is requesting SIGN APPROVAL to allow
(2) 22 sfbuilding mounted signs to reflect a new
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[-46 located in an MC Medium Intensity
Commercial District under Section 178-7 of the
Code of the Town of Webster which was seconded
by Mr. Kosel.

business on a |.4-acre parcel having SBL # 079.14- I-—

CONDITIONS:

. Approvals are subject to Drawing No: JM as applied for,

VOTE.:
Mr. Anderson ABSENT
Mr. Arena AYE
Mr. Kosel AYE
Mr. Maita AYE
Mr. Meixell AYE
Mr. Casciani AYE
Mr. Giardina AYE

Dave Arena read the third application:

TARGET DRIVE-UP EXPANSION: Located at 1050 Ridge Road. Applicant William Slater is
requesting PRELIMINARY / FINAL SITE PLAN APPROVAL (PUBLIC HEARING) to l
allow the restriping of (24) parking spaces for “drive up” stalls with post / panel drive up signs,

lighting, and wayfinding improvements on a 13.16-acre parcel having SBL # 079.16-1-95

located in an HC High Intensity Commercial Zoning District under Section 228-8 of the Code of
the Town of Webster.

Appearing before the board was William Slater and I am here representing Kimley-Horn which
is the Engineer on behalf of Target. We are proposing an expansion at 1050 Ridge Road. So, we
are proposing to restripe 24 new drive-up spaces with the posts and panel signs that are already
on site and we will be restriping the existing drive-up spaces as normal again. The 24 will be
more on the eastern side of the site of the parking lot. Additionally, there will be 2 12 feet high
solar powered beacons that basically illuminated red poles with Target verbiage and that will let
people know coming into the parking lot when driving and then we also are proposing additional
lighting to the existing pole at the front of the drive-up stalls.

Mr. Casciani: Where do the polls go? I am sorry.
William Slater: The beacons go at the heads of the stalls or spaced in between.

Mr. Casciani: Ok. So, the one that you are proposing, the new one, is there another door to come
out to?

William Slater: [ believe that is part of a different permit.  This application is just for the l
restriping and the installation of the solar powered beacons and signs. "
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Mr. Casciani: So, 1 guess there is another proposal coming in then.

Dave Arena: Do we have anything on the drive-up signs, we don’t have anything to look at the
lighting.

Mr. Casciani: It’s just an addition to the existing parking spaces really. It’s just current going
where there are regular parking spaces?

William Slater: Right. There will be loading spaces. Two spaces and then a 6-foot loading space

so that the Target employees will be able to pull up the packages on the side of the car for safety
purposes.

Mr. Casciani: There are no structures going in there or anything like that?
William Slater: No.
Mr. Casciani: Ok, anybody have any issues?

Dave Malta: It’s away from the main entrance so that’s pretty good to. Ican see having another
door to bring the items out right at that spot so it kind of fits pretty good.

Mr. Casciani: This is a public hearing, if anyone wishes to speak for or against this? Ok, we will
close the public hearing and bring it back to the board.

Mark Giardina:
RESOLUTION

Town of Webster Planning Board considered the request by Applicant, William Slater to allow
the restriping of (24) parking spaces for “drive up™ stalls with post / panel drive up signs,
lighting, and wayfinding improvements located at 1050 Ridge Road on a 13.16-acre parcel
having SBL. # 079.16-1-95.

The Planning Board classifies the proposed action to be a Type II Action under Section
617.5(c)(9 and 22) of the State Environmental Review (SEQR) Regulations and therefore is not
subject to further review.

RESOLUTION 21-088 Mark Giardina made a motion for TYPE II SEQR
which was seconded by Mr. Arena.

VOTE:
Mr. Anderson ABSENT
Mr. Arena AYE
Mr. Kosel AYE
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RESOLUTION 21-089

CONDITIONS:

Mr. Malta AYE

Mr. Meixell AYE
Mr. Casciani AYE
Mr. Giardina AYE

Mr. Arena made a motion for PRELIMINARY
Located at 1050 Ridge Road. Applicant William
Slater is requesting PRELIMINARY / FINAL
SITE PLLAN APPROVAL (PUBLIC HEARING)
to allow the restriping of (24) parking spaces for
“drive up” stalls with post / panel drive up signs,
lighting, and wayfinding improvements on a 13.16-
acre parcel having SBL # 079.16-1-95 located in an
HC High Intensity Commercial Zoning District
under Section 228-8 of the Code of the Town of
Webster was seconded by Mr. Arena.

1. Approvals are subject to Drawing No: CO1 as applied for.

VOTE:

RESOLUTION 21-090

Mr. Anderson ABSENT
Mr. Arena AYE
Mr. Kosel AYE
Mr. Malta AYE
Mr. Meixell AYE
Mr. Casciani AYE
Mr. Giardina AYE

Mr. Arena made a motion for FINAL APPROVAL
Located at 1050 Ridge Road. Applicant William
Slater is requesting PRELIMINARY / FINAL
SITE PLAN APPROVAL (PUBLIC HEARING)
to allow the restriping of (24) parking spaces for
“drive up” stalls with post / panel drive up signs,
lighting, and wayfinding improvements on a 13.16-
acre parcel having SBL # 079.16-1-95 located in an
HC High Intensity Commercial Zoning District
under Section 228-8 of the Code of the Town of
Webster which was seconded by Mr. Arena.
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FINAL APPROVAL CHECKLIST

1. Significant construction shall occur within one year, as deemed by the Planning
Board, to expire on 8.17.22

2. Approvals are subject to Drawing No: CO| as presented

VOTE:
Mr. Anderson ABSENT
Mr. Arena AYE
Mr. Kosel AYE
Mr. Malta AYE
Mr. Meixell AYE
Mr. Casciani AYE
Mr. Giardina AYE

Dave Arena read the fourth application:

ABERDEEN ESTATES SUBDIVISION: Located on east side of Salt Road. Applicant Forest
Creek Equity Corp. is requesting PRELIMINARY/FINAL SUBDIVISION AND SITE PLAN
APPROVAL (PUBLIC HEARING) for Section 1 of a 79-1ot single family residential
subdivision on 69.5-acres consisting of SBL. #’s 050.02-1-38.2 and 050.02-1-23-1 located in an

R-3 Single Family Residential District under Sections 228-4 & 228-8 of the Code of the Town of
Webster.

Appearing before the board was Jared Hirt. Good evening Chairman and members of the board.
We were here for concept last time and we are obviously back her for preliminary and final
approval and I know Walt Baker has incorporated a lot of the comments that were provided by
the board and which were provided by the audience and I will turn it over to Walt at this point to
address any questions or concerns that the members of the board may have but I do believe we
have addressed everything sufficiently based upon comments we received last time.

Walt Baker: Good evening. I am with DSB Engineers and as Jared has mentioned, we are here
tonight for preliminary and final, preliminary overall for 79-lot subdivision on Salt Road and
final for the first section which would be 23 lots and as he stated we were here back in June for
concept approval and concept review and we received comments from the audience as well as
the staff members and then when we resubmitted the plans for this meeting we also received
comments from the staff again and [ am sure you have seen the comments from the PRC. A
number of them are basically statements that the lots have been reconfigured to eliminate the
second pond at the northern part of the site so we are down to just the one stormwater pond and
so we addressed that, As far as that, and the comment that was received by staff the access
easement was also eliminated as requested, the main pond was enlarged to accommodate all the
stormwater and obviously when we eliminated the second pond, we also enlarged the main pond
along Salt Road. The berm on the southside has been added to the plans which we actually had
for the concept meeting as well so that is on the plans. The road was moved to the north to off
set the from Morley per Monroe County DOT and that was also on the set of previous plans but
now we have incorporated these other changes as well. The sidewalk, we eliminated sidewalks
and streetlights and the drainage easement for the 4 lots, the comment that we received from
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PRC was to reconfigure that so it wouldn’t impact the backyards that are along the pond. We
also added a berm along the full length of the pond so that basically parallels Salt Road but we
have the pond along Salt Road so that the Highway Department could access it and then we have
the berm so it would help bufter the backyards from the existing adjacent property owners across
the street on Salt Road. So, we did that but we have drainage in that area for the backyard so we
have some storm inlets and showed a storm easement but the Highway Department prefers that
we eliminate that easement and reconfigure that and move the pond and move the berm back a
little further so the lots will end up being 250 feet deep so they will have a substantial back yard
to use . Move the piping along the perm, so we will take care of that and reconfigure that and we
will follow up with that check with the Highway Department to make sure he is in agreement
with that. We brought the property lines back to the side of the pond so that the pond area itself
will be on a separate deeded parcel from the town for maintenance, so it won’t actually be in
somebody’s backyard. The Sewer Department had a couple of changes about the manhole
barrels so we will take care of that and that is about it.

We also meet earlier today with the adjacent property to the north Dean Bay regarding a sewer
connection he would like to have to his property for future use for his parcel and Forest Creek
representative is here and he can address that.

Richard Batiste: We will put a stub, 8 inch main with a manhole at the property line between our
property and the property north so that he can use it in the future.

Mr. Casciani: Ok. Would that need a pump station there or what?

Walt Baker: Yes, his property and we discussed it with him earlier and 1 showed him a plan that I
put together and showed the topography of his property and his property as you are going north,
it starts to drop off considerably and more like an 8 percent slope heading down so we can put
sanitary sewer and we calculated it so it will come right to the property line and that barrel will
be 5 feet in the ground but he is going to have to look at maybe a low pressure forest main or
something like that and have a pump system to pump into that gravity sewer.

Mark Giardina: Walt, how tall is the berm?

Walt Baker: The berm is 5 feet and we also showed trees. We had grouped trees delineating

every property line as you go across, so we have a series of 3 trees every property of intersection
where the berm is.

Mr. Casciani: Where would the easement be? Right along close to the berm?

Walt Baker: You mean the storm sewer easement?

Mr. Casciani: Yes, any easement for anything.

Walt Baker: We are going to redesign that so it goes ... the easement would only be for the

access for the town to get to a catch basin field inlet. So, you have a field inlet, so the drainage
isn’t blocked by the berm obviously. The topography slops towards the berm so you have the
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water coming away from the house, so you have to provide a field inlet and then the berm
obviously goes up.

Mr. Casciani: Ok [ see you have them on here.

Walt Baker: And then we have the discharge, it’s going to be a 12-inch discharge pipe, storm
discharge pipe that would go basically through the berm and into the pond.

Mr. Casciani: So that gives everyone there a clear back yard.

Walt Baker: Yes, gives everyone a clear backyard and there lots would be about 250 feet deep
and then the berm will be on their property but then the usable part of their backyard from their
house, say if they have a 40-foot depth of the house, they will still have 120 feet of their
backyard that is open space and no easements, so it won’t impact any sheds or whatever.

Mr. Casciani: I think that worked out well. There was a lot of discussion on that at PRC and the
last meeting. I have one letter here, let me just read this. Gail Binder at 357 Golfview Heights

(SEE ATTACHED) Again, this is a public hearing so if there is anyone here wishing to speak for
or against this.

Art Petrone: (with Town of Webster Sewer Department) Walt, you had mentioned that you are
hooking up to the sewer?

Walt Baker: (Not using the mic) INAUDIBLE

Art Petrone: I have not had a chance to look at the plan obviously and I don’t think Mary has.
There are some easements that need to be resolved.

Walt Baker: (Not using the mic) Yes, there is a common property line
Art Petrone: You mentioned something for the storm as well that need to be resolved.
Walt Baker: (Not using the mic) we have on the plan already

Art Petrone: T just wanted to let the board know, that we have not seen this stub, we haven’t seen
or had a chance to review it or how it may impact future development to the north .

Mr. Casciani: Ok, so would it work Art if they put it on preliminary final here tonight or
whatever, and put it on but there is nothing until it is reviewed? No permits issued until
reviewed.

Art Petrone: That goes back o our discussion, are they getting preliminary or final?
Mr. Casciani: Well, it is in for preliminary and final and the reason for that, in this case, is

because they have been to both boards several times and they fined tuned it and now they have
addressed everything that we talked about at PRC and at the last planning board meeting and so
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on, so we felt comfortable with them having everything complete except at this point. So, |
would hate like heck to have them...

Dave Matta: Well, I think we can stipulate it
Mr. Casciani: Would that work?
Art Petrone: [ understand your point but as a town, we need a chance to review that.

Mr. Casciani: What will do is we can approve it, what we have and then make it subject to
review by you (Art Petrone) prior to before any permits are issued.

Art Petrone: That sounds fair.

Mr. Casciani: This is a last-minute thing basically a favor to the adjoining properties.
Art Petrone: This is a favor, but it may impact things up the road

Mr. Casciani: Will that work?

Art Petrone: I think that will,

Mr. Casciani: Ok, that works alright for you guys, good. Ok, is there anyone else wishing to
speak in regard to this?

Mark DePolis at 237 Salt Road: Right across the street from this. Last meeting, | spoke about
for all of us across the street from this parcel. A 5-foot berm really doesn’t keep us from seeing
much of what goes on in all these peoples backyards. I would like to request that they consider a
larger berm much like at what I said at the last meeting as what uppears on Phillips Road at The
Meadows. It is a substantial berm that as you drive down the road, you see roof tops and you see
the siding and roof top, but you don’t see the decks, the swing sets, hot tubs, pools. None of us
like what happened when it got rezoned from large lot to R-2, but I think because the rest of us
were all there ahead of time at least we deserve the consideration of this being done in
accordance so that we feel like that we are not looking at these peoples backyards. I have a
questions Walt when you just spoke about this berm being in peoples backyards. You are talking
about the berm being in their backyard, the pond and then the berm before you get to the road.

Mr. Casciani: Lets do this, hold on. Address the board with your comment, he will take note of
it and then we will have him address it, OK.

Mark DePolis: When he spoke about the berm being in the peoples back yard. I just assumed and
I would like 1o take a look at these plans so I just assumed that the peoples backyards that face
the west side of the road and I just assumed that their backyard at the end of the backyard would

be the retention pond and beyond the pond would be the berm and then beyond the berm would
be Salt Road.
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Mr. Casciani: [ see what you are saying but actually the berm is on the east side of the pond in
the backyards of the houses. This way here I think, and it does 2 things in my opinion anyways.
One, it makes it more accessible for the Highway Department for maintenance for that pond
because they have access to pond and then the berm is on the east side and now the yards go
right to the back of it, in my opinion, looking at some of the other projects like this, when a berm
is reasonable high, 5 foot high with some landscaping on top of it, people will tend to maintain it.
If you make a mountain out there, they go to hell, plan English.

Mark DePolis: I can appreciate that and now that I understand and it may have a different
appearance if it is that far back behind the pond now from where I stand but now that I have a
better understand of where this pond is, see that's a big pond, well what are we going 1o do for
all of us across the street, so this thing doesn't turn into a mosquito swamp? I am basically
looking across the street at the pond and I am also looking across the street at what ever gathers
at the pond that end up in the road or in my yard.

Mr. Casciani: [ understand what you’re saying, and I can’t answer that, and 1 don’t know if they
can either because it depends on the water flow going through there. If there is a volume of
water that is running pretty regularly.

Mark DePolis: If there is that is fine. I have been past enough places to ones that having nothing
moving around and a good case and point would be with anyone familiar with the Oakmont
Apartment Complex on Jackson Road. Around the perimeter there is a number of ponds and
they ate stagnate all the time but yet if you go down some of them, I can’t think of a name, but
some have fountains in them to keep the water moving then it’s a different story and again, I hate
to be a pain the backside but I kind of feel that some of us got railroaded when the
administration changed it and I can’t do anything about that now. All I can do now is speak my
peace about making sure that all of us who were there first that this comes out the way it should
so that we are not looking at a bunch of back yards and a mosquito swamp.

Walt Baker: Well obviously DEC wants the pond to have free standing water up to where the
outfall would be so during a storm it rises and recedes and then you have a standing water pond.
Who's to say, you're going to get cattails around the perimeter that DEC also wants because it
helps filter the water from impurities that happen from run off and from the roads and that, so
they actually want to see the cattails around the perimeter and the cattails besides servicing the
function of being a cleaning agent for the stormwater it also keeps the geese out. The geese will
not walk into the pond if there are cattails around the perimeter. When it is mowed all the way
down and manicured , they are invited to come in, so you are going to find geese landing and
stuff like that . If you let it go natural which DEC wants you don’t have that problem. As far as

anything being stagnate, in storm events it rises and falls but you are going to have an open water
and shallow pond. That’s the design they want.

Ed Steny ar 1630 Greensboro Drive: a number of things have been addressed and I think people
are making an honest effort. I still don’t see where the traffic on Salt Road has been addressed.
It’s getting worsted and I look out and ever since the bridge was repaired on Salt, we have heavy
duty trucks going up and down Salt Road that we never had before, and they are obviously not
doing business on Salt Road. I can’t even figure out where they are going other then going down
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on Lake Road, so I don’t know what Salt Road has become the route that is preferred here.
Recently the water department, Monroe County Water has torn up the street and their repairs
are ridiculous. We have trucks, machinery in the streets at all times. It is extremely hazardous
for people who are bike riding or other wise using Salt Road in order to move around. T am a
cyclist, and I grew up in New York City and I am used to traffic and Salt Road makes me nervous
people can’t see anybody. They come up behind people, but they can’t see anybody because
people are parked in the, what you call it, the service lanes or break down lane. Twenty vears [
complained about this and someone from the Police Department came out because I almost hit a
kid and just missed him at the last second because he pulled out around the car and I am going
the speed limit and not speeding so 1 still don’t here this addressed because the letter that was
read in about Woodard Road is very, very accurate. There is a dip there. If you are on
Woodard it is impossible to see north bound. I mean you really have to pull out of that lane
north bound lane to see what's going on there. I think some planning has to be done to handle
the traffic. Whether it is these peoples responsibility or the town responsibility, I don’t know but

I don’t think it can stay the way it is now not with the additional traffic on that road. I think we
are creating a dangerous situation.

Mr. Casciani: This project, I can understand the dip as you are saying by Woodard Road and
stuff, but this is quite a ways away from Woodard Road really.

Ed Steny: Understood but you have the traffic from Salt Road and Salt Road is going to have a
lot more traffic . That is what I am getting to with the traffic that is on there now and we are
gaing 1o add, assuming most of the homes there will have 2 cars and you are talking about
increasing the traffic on a road that is really not designed for it. When I looked at the last, I
don’t have the paper with me and I apologize for that but when I looked at the last report, that
the town has on their website, for when the traffic study was done on Salt Road it is quite awhile
ago, I mean it is over 10 years, so again I am concerned. This is a done deal and I understand,
and [ am not going to go back to argue this, I think you and I and I thank you for your letter and
I think we went back and forth on this, but the traffic is going to need to be addressed. God
Jorbid if it has to be widened and it may have to have a traffic signal put in. We already have
people down on Schlegel who right through and there has been a number and I have been living
where I live now since 1985 and I have seen a number of accident down there and again there is
going to be more traffic. We need something done and I don’t know what it is. I am not a traffic
engineer, but something needs to be looked at. This just can't go on and say, don’t worry about
it, it will some how all fit on the roadway.

Mr. Casciani: What is the speed limit on that, anyone know?

Ed Steny. 40 MPH and trust me, when they passed my house and I understand that but the trucks
going up and down there. These are heavy trucks, and we are not talking pickup trucks.

Mr. Casciani: Yeah, see the trouble with that is you got a good point but on the other side of the

coin, being a dedicated road, you can’t tell them that they can’t travel on it. You can’t tell them
that they can’t travel on it. T know what you are saying but what do you do.

Pg. 352 /August 17, 2021 Planning Meciting

i



Ed Steny: Let’s set up some enforcement and let’s figure out what goes down on these roads
because or stop people and other services from parking in the breakdown lane. [f we don't have
sidewalks and we don't and I am not expecting the town to build sidewalks but then that
breakdown lane becomes something that is used by pedestrians and cyclists ok, we got to do
something there and I don’t know what it is and we are not going to solve this tonight but neither
can we ignore it and its not going to go away because as traffic increases and it will, we are
building. That's all I am asking; can we do something there.

Derek Meixell: That is a county road and I live on Schlegel and very close to there and [ agree
completely with you. 1 have personally sent letters to the county legistative to take a look at it

and I think as a board we have sent letters as well. Nothing has gotten done yet, but we are all in
agreement with you.

Ed Steny: What is it going to take. I mean I see these young kids on there.

Derek Meixell: I have young kids and I won’t let them cross Salt Road to go to Schlegel to the

school to play on the playground. Which is ridiculous and meanwhile, Schlegel and Basket has a
4-way stop.

Ed Steny: I can understand it is a county road, maybe beyond the town to address but we can’t
wait till someone gets killed there and say, WOW we should have done something . I don’t think
any of use want that to happen. I certainly don’t want that to happen.

Mr. Casciani: This sounds a little cold right now, but I don’t think there is anything we can do
about it right now . We are all in agreement with you 100% but you did have a good point.
Maybe there is a situation where this has happened before where there are cases where people
speeding and they will post police cars over there once in awhile and do radar and stop a few,
that slows it down . That’s the only thing I can think of .

Dave Malta: We have been trying to get the county to put a stop sign on Schlegel Road and Salt
Road. I live on Salt Road past that intersection, and we been trying to get the county to do
something about that.

Mr. Casciani: As Josh said, they did respond to the letter and they are looking to put a stop sign
there. The process is slow but hopefully.

Ed Steny: Hopefully they will look in at the condition of the road now. Which makes if further
hazardous.

Dave Malta: That is because the water authority has torn it all up INAUDIBLE (all parties
talking at the same time) They have to fix that street because it is a mess. INAUDIBLE and once
that’s done you won’t see that kind of traffic.

Mr. Casciani: Ok, will move on. Appreciate your comments. Ok, anyone else?

(not at the mic) Ray Porter at 1629 INAUDIBLE: Salt Road there will be no streetlights ? [_
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Mr. Casciani: They originally proposed streetlights in the subdivision INAUDIBLE (both parties
talking at the same time) Salt Road opposed to it so that is not going (o happen. Anyone else
wishing to comment?

(someone speaking from audience: INAUDIBLE)

Mr. Casciani: That would be the county. [ don’t think they would put any light there now.
Anyone else wishing to speak?

Dean Lucas at 290 Salt Road: We have talked, and we have the berm there (facing the
applicants) My question for them but I don't want to get yelled at so I will put it to you. As far as
the berm being 5 feet high, it would be nice if it was a little taller berm and I don’t know about
for Salt Road, but you have obviously seen my property line and what I am going to be looking at
not why I bought the property to look at somebody’s backyard number one and number 2, the
trees that you were talking about and what 1 keep asking for through my lawyer is arborvitaes.
What I would like is arborvitaes. Where you say my hedgerow is of trees, come to my house, I
would love to have a cup of coffee or beer with you. We will walk out and see the line and you
can see what I am talking about. There is no tree line. They are all just weeds that tip over every
year and I probably have to push over 10-15 of these trees, these are just wild bushes that keep
falling down. I would like to have arborvitaes planted to keep that divided. I would love to have
a fence to, and you know, you and I can talk about that. I have a 40 foot for my grandkids and
my parents great grandkids that they come over; I can see that being used as a playground for

the neighborhood. They are going to look at that huge thing and they are going to be walking
into my yard and dogs in my yard.

Mr. Casciani: You are saying that, but you don’t know that’s a fact and number 2 INAUDIBLE

(both parties talking at the same time) another back yard always backs up to another back yard so
INAUDIBLE

Dean Lucas: And you never get a stray animal from one yard to the next, sure INAUDIBLE you
are ridiculous, you do. The animals come over. I have a 3-year-old granddaughter and my
granddaughter gets bit by your dog

Mr. Casciani: I think there is a code

Dean Lucas: There is a code, and everybody follows it right, just like everyone follows the speed
limit on Salt Road right. oh, wait a minute, your wrong.

Mr. Casciani: I'm wrong again, ok

Dean Lucas: You surely are. They don't follow the speed limit. What I was saying, I could
probably tell you at least 3 times a week there is a motorcycle going through there at about 90
mph. They don’'t follow the rules. The rules are there, they are not always followed. That is why
I am talking about the fence and I am not saying that is on you I'm saying that is maybe on me
and I wouldn’t mind a hand with that, but I understand that. As far as the arborvitaes instead of
pine trees, pine trees which I own millions of them on my property, they blow over. You put a
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